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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This Office Action is in response to Amendment filed on date: 1 1/29/2005. 
Claims 1-25 are still pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -25 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. 

The limitations of "one or more dipole antenna(e); a transmitter, responsive to the 
one or more dipole antenna(e), to selectively communicate with a remote device" in the 
claim 21 are not support by the specification. 

For examining purposes, the cited limitations above will not be considered. 
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4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 10 recites the limitation "a remote device" in line 2 and line 4; the limitation 
"a local device" in line 3 and line 6; and the limitation "an authentication policy" in line 4 
and line 6. It is unclear whether these limitations are referring to the same feature or 
different features; therefor, making the claim indefinite. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,2, 9-12, 17, 18, 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kimura (US-2001/0048744) in view of Mihm, Jr. (US-5,249,230; 
herein after Mihm). 

Regarding claim 1, Kimura discloses a method comprising: receiving 
authentication information associated with an authentication policy from a remote device 
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[0049]; comparing the received authentication information against authentication 
information associated with an authentication policy in a local device [0050]. But, 
Kimura does not particularly show determining an authentication priority between the 
local device and the remote device based, at least in part, on the comparison of the 
authentication information. However in analogous art, Mihm teaches determining an 
authentication priority between the local device and the remote device based, at least in 
part, on the comparison of the authentication information (col. 9, lines 50-54). Since, 
Kimura and Mihm are related to the method of authentication in the communication 
system; therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the method of Kimura as taught by Mihm 
because "The priority level reflects the amount of communication traffic being handled 
through the authentication node. When this traffic is approaching its maximum limits, 
the priority level may be adjusted upward so that low priority level users will be denied 
access or discontinued in favor of higher priority level users" (see Mihm's specification 
col. 9, lines 54-60). 

Regarding claim 2, Kimura and Mihm disclose the method according to claim 1. 
Mihm further discloses wherein the authentication information includes an indication of 
priority level associated with the device (col. 9, lines 50-60). 

Regarding claim 9, Kimura and Mihm disclose the method according to claim 1. 
Mihm further disclose a storage medium (fig. 2, 36) comprising content which, when 
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accessed by an electronic appliance, causes the electronic appliance to perform the 
method according to claim 1 (see figs. 7-8 and descriptions). 

Regarding claim 10, Kimura and discloses an apparatus comprising: a 
transmitter (fig. 1, 19), to selectively communicate with a remote device (AP2; see 
[0031]); and a security agent (fig. 1, 13), associated with a local device (mobile station 
MT1 ; see [0032]) and coupled with the transmitter (fig. 1 and its description), to receive 
authentication information associated with an authentication policy from a remote device 
[0049], and to compare the received authentication information against authentication 
information associated with an authentication policy in a local device [0050]. But, 
Kimura does not particularly show to identify a relative authentication priority between 
the local device and the remote device based, at least in part, on the comparison of the 
authentication information. However, Mihm teaches identifying a relative authentication 
priority between the local device and the remote device based, at least in part, on the 
comparison of the authentication information (col. 9, lines 50-54); therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify the method of Kimura as taught by Mihm because "The priority level reflects 
the amount of communication traffic being handled through the authentication node. 
When this traffic is approaching its maximum limits, the priority level may be adjusted 
upward so that low priority level users will be denied access or discontinued in favor of 
higher priority level users" (see Mihm's specification col. 9, lines 54-60). 
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Regarding claim 11, Kimura and Mihm disclose the apparatus according to claim 

10. Mihm further discloses the apparatus further comprising: memory (fig. 2, 36), 
responsive to the security agent (see fig. 1 and description), to receive and maintain an 
authentication policy associated with a device (see figs. 7-8 and descriptions). 

Regarding claim 12, Kimura and Mihm disclose the apparatus according to claim 

11. Mihm further discloses the authentication policy comprising authorization 
information including an indication of authentication priority level associated with the 
device (col. 9, lines 50-60). 

Regarding claim 17, Kimura and Mihm disclose the apparatus according to claim 
10. Kimura further discloses wherein the transceiver selectively establishes a 
communication channel (fig. 5 and description; also see [001 8]-[001 9]) with the remote 
device through which the transceiver receives at least a subset of the authentication 
policy associated with the remote device (fig. 5 and description; also see [0018]-[0019]). 

Regarding claim 18, Kimura and Mihm disclose the apparatus according to claim 
17. Kimura further discloses wherein the transceiver is a wireless transceiver (fig. 1, 19), 
and wherein the communication channel is a wireless communication channel in 
accordance with a wireless metropolitan area network (WMAN) communication 
standard (fig. 5 and description; also see [0018]-[0019]). 
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Regarding claim 21, Kimura discloses a system (fig. 1 and its description) 
comprising: a security agent (fig. 1, 13), associated with a local device (mobile station 
MT1; see [0032]) and coupled with the transmitter (fig. 1, 19), to receive authentication 
information associated with an authentication policy [0049] from a remote device (fig. 5; 
AP2), and to compare the received authentication information against authentication 
information associated with an authentication policy in a local device [0050]. But, 
Kimura does not particularly show to identify a relative authentication priority between 
the local device and the remote device based, at least in part, on the comparison of the 
authentication information. However, Mihm teaches identifying a relative authentication 
priority between the local device and the remote device based, at least in part, on the 
comparison of the authentication information (col. 9, lines 50-54); therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify the method of Kimura as taught by Mihm because "The priority level reflects 
the amount of communication traffic being handled through the authentication node. 
When this traffic is approaching its maximum limits, the priority level may be adjusted 
upward so that low priority level users will be denied access or discontinued in favor of 
higher priority level users" (see Mihm's specification col. 9, lines 54-60). 

Regarding claim 22, Kimura and Mihm disclose the system according to claim 
21. Mihm further discloses a memory (fig. 2, 36), responsive to the security agent (see 
fig. 1 and description), to receive and maintain an authentication policy associated with 
a device (see figs. 7-8 and descriptions). 
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Regarding claim 23, Kimura and Mihm disclose the system according to claim 
22. Mihm further discloses the authentication policy comprising authorization 
information including an indication of authentication priority level associated with the 
device (col. 9, lines 50-60). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 3-8, 13-16, 19, 20, 24 and 25 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reason for the indication of allowance: 
Regarding claims 3, 13 and 24, the prior art made of record and considered 
pertinent to the applicant's disclosure does not disclose nor fairly suggest the method 
according to claims 2, 12 and 23, wherein authentication policy exhibiting a higher 
priority level will control which device initiates authentication between the local device 
and the remote device. 

Regarding claims 7 and 19, the prior art made of record and considered pertinent 
to the applicant's disclosure does not disclose nor fairly suggest the method according 
to claims 1 and 10, selecting one of the remote device or the local device to initiate 
authentication based, at least in part, on the determined authentication priority. 
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Conclusion 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Huy Q Phan whose telephone number is 571-272-7924. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8AM -6PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kincaid G Lester can be reached on 571-272-7922. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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